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BeforeSTEELE, Chief JusticelHOLL AND andBERGER, Justices.
ORDER

This 29th day of November 2010, upon considerabbrthe appellant’s
opening brief, the State’s motion to affirm, and tecord below, it appears to the
Court that:

(1) The appellant, James Brown, filed this appeal frbr@a Superior
Court’s order denying his petition for a writ of bems corpus. The State has
moved to affirm the judgment below on the grourat this manifest on the face of
Brown’s opening brief that the appeal is withouttneWe agree and affirm.

(2) Brown was convicted in 1998 of first degreeaadis (as a lesser

included offense of attempted murder), traffickoagaine and multiple, additional



criminal offenses. The Superior Court sentenced tioi nineteen and a half years
in prison. This Court affirmed on appeal. Sinbatttime, Brown has filed
multiple unsuccessful petitions for postconvictrefief.

(3) In his latest appeal, Brown argues that thee8ap Court erred in
denying his petition for habeas corpus becauséhéiState violated its obligations
underBrady v. Maryland;" (ii) the court should have held a hearing on Heition
for habeas corpus; (iii) his right to a fair tri@hs violated because the jury saw
him in shackles; (iv) the Superior Court erred iatthal by failing to instruct the
jury on the law of accident; and (v) his confromatclause rights were violated
when the State failed to call the arresting offitcetestify at trial.

(4) In Delaware, the writ of habeas corpus providelseef on a very
limited basis. Pursuant to section 6902 of title 10 of the DelewCode, habeas
corpus relief is not available to a petitioner wied‘committed or detained on a
charge of treason or felony, the species whereplaisly and fully set forth in the
commitment.® Brown was convicted and sentenced in 1998. Bisraitment is

valid on its face, and he continues to be heldyansto that valid commitment.

! Brady v. Maryland, 373 U.S. 83 (1963).
2Hall v. Carr, 692 A.2d 88, 891 (Del. 1997).
% Del. Code. Ann. tit. 10, § 6902 (1999).



Brown’s allegations of trial errors cannot be revéel on a writ of habeas corpls.
Accordingly, we find no error in the Superior Casirtlenial of Brown’s writ

without holding a hearing.

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED that the judgmenttlod Superior
Court is AFFIRMED.
BY THE COURT:

/s/ Randy J. Holland
Justice

*Curran v. Wooley, 104 A.2d 771, 773-74 (Del. 1954).
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